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Three Main Points
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TOO MANY 

WASHINGTONIANS 

ARE UNDERWATER

SYSTEM IS NOT 

DESIGNED TO PRODUCE 

THE RESULTS WE WANT

A HUMAN CONCIERGE

APPROACH TO SERVICES 

IS WHAT WE NEED





26%
of Washingtonians do not have 

enough resources to meet needs 

foundational to their well-being, such 

as adequate food, safe and stable 

housing, and reliable transportation. 

TOO MANY WASHINGTONIANS ARE UNDERWATER



Poverty Measure Description Pros Cons

Official Measure
3X the cost of a minimum 

food diet in 1963

Provides historical 

picture; used to determine 

eligibility; adjusts for 

family size

Outdated; no adjustment 

for geography; does not 

account for tax and non-

cash benefits

Supplemental Poverty

Measure

Developed in late 1990s 

to address limitations of 

official measure

Adjusts for the effects of 

taxes and social benefits, 

as well as geography

Very recent; meant to 

enhance official measure 

not replace it

Cost-of-Living 

Measures
(e.g., Self-Sufficiency Standard, 

ALICE, MIT Calc)

Developed recently to 

measure basic needs 

budgets 

Defines economic 

hardship based on what it 

actually takes to make 

ends meet

Does not account for 

effects of social benefit 

programs

Intergenerational

Poverty

Developed recently to 

measure poverty across 

generations

Differentiates the 

experience of poverty by 

severity

No standardized 

measure;

Ways of Measuring Poverty



The Measure Matters
Poverty Level vs. Self-Sufficiency Standard, Family of Three, 2017






